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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Brian R. Gordon . 



(3). 



(2) Gregory Bernabeo . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 10 January 2008 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)E3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: Proposed Amended claims 1. 3. 5. and 29. . 

Identification of prior art discussed: none . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)M was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached:) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



BRIAN R. GORDON 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Application No. 10/643,424 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant presented proposed amended device and method claims. 
The examiner maintained the previous that the device claims rely heavily on the intended use or desired function of the 
elements. However the device only requires a housing with an opening capable of holding a liquid in combination with 
a an element that is capable of lifting an object. As to the "adapted to" definition of page pertaining to the lifting 
mechanism. The phrase only requires the lifting mechanism include hardware and software. The examiner explained 
an automated staining or dip coatinglplating device would read on such limitation. As to the phrase of preserving the 
integrity of the fluid's meniscus, applicant explained two scenarios that were intended to be covered by the phrase. 
However, the examiner expressed that in both instances the liquid at liquid-atmosphere interface (meniscus) would be 
disturbed in both instances as such the preservation as broadly asserted is an inaccurate description and would not be 
achieved. The claims were amended to recite "at a rate" rather than "in a controlled manner". The examiner explained 
that the recitation is broad and the rate would be dependent on a number of factors not specified in the claims (the 
specific liquid, specific substrate, environmental conditions, etc.). For example the rate applicable for water and a 
specific plastic substrate performed under certain conditions would not be applicable for a more viscous liquid and 
different substrate under the same or possibly different conditions. However as broadly claimed any device that is 
capable of removing an object from a container including liquid would meet the limitations as claimed. Reciting the 
general factors affecting the appropriate rate are inherent scientific factors readily known to affect liquid/solid/gas 
interface interactions. 



. ' Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

^nua. of Patent*,^ 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) ^tamontnf the reasons presented at the interview as 

incomplete through the failure to record the substance °" nte ™™*- . ^ substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the Wanks. ^^^"X^X^. ^ nua , of patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
re^reme^ 

out typographical errors or unreadable scnpt in Office a f°™^™*^^ noseoa rate Interview Summary Record is required, 
substance of an interview is completely reoonted man ^"^^^^pSTthe right hand portion of the file, and fisted on ttte 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an f PP™^ 3 ' 6 "P* • jven ^ app iicant (or attorney or agent) at the 

"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal ^Tthe Sy fe mailed to the applicant's correspondent address 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a ^^^^^^^^St^L^^ js no , |ikely before an allowance or if other 

t^Vces^^ 

The Form provides for recordaHon of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or ^onal) _ ersonne , e tc ) 

- Nameofparadpant(s)<applicant.attomeyo^ 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art ^cussed descriDtion 0 f the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
substance of the interview. 

A cmolete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the flowing applicable items: 
nuSfiSS^*^ of any exhibit shown or any demonstrate* conducted. 
2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

?, S USES X &5£2S£L~ <*> «.«»«» — « — » *«— ™ - 

the examiner. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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